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be the result? If a law forbade the citizens to eat
enough to keep themselves alive, it might perhaps
be obeyed throughout Monday, but it would be
broken by Tuesday morning. A law which de-
prived fathers of the care of their own children
might just as well be a law which decreed that
no children should be born. A law which decreed
that no remedy but the same quack pill should
be applied to any disease, whether cholera, appen-
dicitis, or small-pox, would be either disregarded
from the beginning, or would soon be repealed
by a pestilence* In short, if any one of these
ridiculous laws were enacted, the very voters who
voted for it would disregard it as soon as they
realised its consequences; and the work which
they did as legislators they would tear to pieces
as men. In other words, if we mean, by legisla-
tion, legislation which can be permanently obeyed,
the legislative sovereignty of democracies, which
is so commonly spoken of as supreme, is limited
in every direction by another power greater than
itself; and this is the double power of nature and
of human nature. Just as all laws relating to the
food which men are to eat, and the drugs by which
their maladies are to be cured, must depend on the
natural qualities of such and such physical sub-
stances, so do the constitution and propensities
of the concrete human character limit legislation
generally, and confine it within certain channels.
This is what " X " and similar thinkers forget;
and the nature of their error is very pertinently